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BiMac Corporation ''''"^mMMmM 
Attn B.oger Reedy President 
3034 Dryden Road 
Moraire, Ohio 45439-1697 

Rli: South Dayton Dump and Landfill Site, 1975 Dryden Road (aka) Springboro 
Pike, Moraine, Ohio 
General Notice of Potential Liability and 
Request for Information 

Dear Mr. Reedy: 

The United States Envirormiental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has documented the release or 
threatened release of hazardous substances, pollutants and contaminants at the above referenced 
Site, and is planning to spend public funds to control and investigate these releases. This action 
will be taken by U.S. EPA pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, 42 U.S.C. §9601 et seq., (CERCLA) as amended by 
the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986, Pub. L. No. 99-499, 100 Stat. 
1613 (] 986) (SARA), unless U.S. EPA determines that such action will be done properly by a 
responsible party. Responsible parties under CERCLA include the current and former owners 
and operators, and persons who generated the hazardous substances or were involved in 
transport, treatment, or disposal of them at the Site. Under Section 107(a) of CERCLA, 42 
U.S.C. §9607 (a), where the Agency uses public funds to achieve the cleanup of the hazardous 
subsiances, responsible parties are liable for all costs associated with the removal or remedial 
action ind all other necessary costs incurred in cleaning up the Site, including investigation, 
planning and enforcement. 

The U.S. EPA is currently planning to conduct a Remedial Investigation (RI) to determine the 
nature and extent of contamination and a Feasibility Study (FS) to determine and evaluate 
altenatives for cleanup at the above-referenced Site. 
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U.S. EPA has received information that your company may have generated or transported 
hazardous substances that were disposed of at the Site. With this letter, U.S. EPA notifies you of 
your potential liability with regard to this matter and encourages you, as a potentially responsible 
party, to reimburse U.S. EPA for costs incurred to date and to voluntarily perform or finance the 
response activities that U.S. EPA has determined or will determine are required at the Site. 

U.S. EPA is currently in the middle of a formal 60 day negotiation period with an organized 
group of Potential Responsible Parties (PRPs). At this fime, the leader for the PRP group is 
Illinois Tool Works (ITW). ITW is represented by Mr. Robin Lunn and Mr. Ken Brown. We 
strongly encourage you to contact them. ITW's contact information is in the attached PRP list. 
The attached PRP list (Enclosure 2) also provides a list of the names and addresses of other 
potentially responsible parties (PRPs) to whom a notification has been sent. This list is provided 
to assist you in contacting other PRPs in this matter and to negotiate with U. S. EPA. 

As a potentially responsible party, you should notify U.S. EPA in writing within thirty (30) days 
of receipt of this letter of your willingness to perform or finance the activities described above. If 
U.S. EPA does not receive a timely response, U.S. EPA will assume that your organization 
does not wish to negotiate a resolution of its potential responsibility in connection with the Site 
and that your organization has declined any involvement in performing the response activifies. 

Your letter should indicate the appropriate name, address, and telephone number for fiarther 
contact with you. If you are already involved in discussions with state or local authorities, 
engaged in voluntary cleanup action or involved in a lawsuit regarding this Site, you should 
continue such activities as you see fit. This letter is not intended to advise you or direct you to 
restrict or discontinue any such activities; however, you are advised to report the status of those 
discussions or actions in your response to this letter and to provide a copy of your response to any 
other parties involved in those discussions or actions. 

In accordance with CERCLA and other authoriUes, U.S. EPA has already undertaken certain 
actions and incurred certain costs in response to conditions at the Site. Certain of these response 
actions is summarized in Enclosure 1. Enclosure 3 to this letter is an Itemized Cost Summary 
(ICS) for past response costs incurred through May 31, 2005. "Past response costs" are all costs, 
including, but not limited to, direct and indirect costs and interest, that the United States, its 
employees, agents, contractors, consultants, and other authorized representatives incurred and 
paid with regard to the Site. The Agency anticipates expending additional funds for response 
activities at the Site under the authority of CERCLA and other laws. In accordance with Section 
107(a) of CERCLA, demand is also hereby made under these authorities for payment of all fiature 
costs that U.S. EPA may accrue in regard to the Site. 

Ir addifion, U.S. EPA is seeking to obtain certain other information fi-om you pursuant to its 
authority under Section 104(e) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. Secfion 9604(e), for the purpose of 
enforcing CERCLA and to assist in determining the need for response to a release of hazardous 
substance(s) under CERCLA. The Administrator of the U.S. EPA has the authority to require 



any person who has or may have information relevant to any of the following to furnish U.S. 
EPA with such information: (1) the idenUfication, nature or quantity of materials which have 
been or are generated, treated, stored or disposed of at, or transported to, a facility; 
(2) the nature or extent of a release or threatened release of a hazardous substance, pollutant or 
contaminant at or from a facility; and (3) the ability of a person to pay for or perform a cleanup. 

Pursuant to CERCLA Section 104 (e), you are hereby requested to submit the following 
infomiation concerning the South Dayton Dump and Landfill Site (aka) Broadway Landfill (aka) 
Grillots (aka) Moraine Recycling located at 1975 Dryden Road (aka) Broadway (aka) Springboro 
Pike, Moraine, Ohio. This information request is for all current or former BiMac Corporation 
facilities that may have used the Site from 1935 to 1996. Please provide the following; 

1. Identify all persons consulted in the preparation of the answers to these questions. 

2. Identify all documents consulted, examined, or referred to in the preparafion of the 
answers to these questions and provide copies of all such documents. 

3. If you have reason to believe that there may be persons able to provide a more 
detailed or complete response to any question or who may be able to provide 
additional responsive documents, identify such persons. 

4. Identify all persons including respondent's employees, who have knowledge or 
information about the generation, use, treatment, storage, disposal or other 
handling of waste material(s) at current and former BiMac Corporation facilities 
or of the transportation of waste material(s) generated by current and former 
BiMac Corporation facilifies and/or of waste material(s) transported to the above-
referenced Site. 

5. Copies of all shipping documents or other business documents relating to the 
transportation, storage, and/or disposal of waste material(s) or substances at 
current and former BiMac Corporation facilities and/or the above-referenced Site. 

6. A detailed description of the generic, common, and/or trade name and the 
chemical composition and character (i.e. liquid, solid, sludge) of the waste 
material(s) generated by current and former BiMac Corporation facilities and/or 
transported to the above-referenced Site. 

7. For each waste material above, please give the total volume, in gallons for liquids 
and in cubic meters for solids, for which you arranged for disposal and list when 
those substances were transported to the above-referenced Site. 



8. What arrangements were made to transport the waste material(s) which were 
taken to the above-referenced Site? What type of transportation was used (i.e., 
tankers, dump trucks, drums)? 

9. Who were the transporters of the waste material(s) BiMac Corporation facilities 
generated, and provide their current address? 

10. Copies of all records, including analytical results, and material safety data sheets, 
which indicate the identity, amounts, and chemical composition and/or chemical 
character of the waste material(s) transported to, stored, or disposed at current and 
fonner BiMac Corporation facilities or transported to or offered for transportation 
to, storage, or disposal at the Site. 

11. A description and list of all liability-insurance coverage that is and was carried by 
BiMac Corporation, including any self-insurance provisions that relate to 
hazaidous substances and/or the above-referenced Site together with copies of all 
of these insurance policies. 

12. For each waste material please give the location at which it was disposed of on the 
Site. Please include a map of the site with disposal locations marked on it. 

For purposes of this Information Request, "shipping documents" will mean all contracts, 
agreements, purchase orders, requisitions, pick-up or delivery tickets, forms, freight bills, shipping 
memoranda, order forms, weight tickets, work orders, bills, and any other similar documents that 
evidence transactions involving shipment, or the arrangement for shipment, of waste materials to, 
through, or from the above-referenced Site. "Waste materials" will mean hazardous substances, 
solid wastes and hazardous wastes, and other materials which may or may not contain pollutants 
or contaminants, and will include reclaimed and off-specification material of any kind. 

This request is directed to your company, its officers, directors, and employees, and its 
subsidia:ries, divisions, facilities and their officers, directors, and employees. The information 
sought herein must be sent to U.S. EPA within thirty (30) calendar days of your receipt of this 
letter. Failure to respond fully and truthfially to this request or to adequately justify any failure to 
respond may result in an enforcement action against you by U.S. EPA under Section 104 of 
(Î ERCLA, as amended. The informaUon requested herein must be provided notwithstanding its 
possible characterization as confidential information or trade secrets. You may request, however, 
that any such information be handled as confidential-business information. A request for 
(;onfidential treatment must be made when the informaUon is provided, since any information not 
so identified will not be accorded this protection by the U.S. EPA. Instructions for making a 
(I^onfidential Information claim are in Enclosure 4. Information claimed as confidential will be 
handled in accordance with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 2. 



The written statements submitted pursuant to this request must be notarized and submitted under 
an authorized signature certifying that all information contained therein is true and accurate to the 
best of the signatory's knowledge and belief Moreover, any documents submitted to U.S. EPA 
]5ursuant to this Information Request should be certified as true and authentic to the best of the 
signator/'s knowledge and belief Should the signatory find at any time after the submittal of the 
requested information that any portion of the submitted information is false; the signatory should 
so iiotifj' U.S. EPA. If any answer certified as true should be found to be untrue, the signatory can 
and may be prosecuted pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §1001. The U.S. EPA has the authority to use the 
information requested herein in any administrative, civil, or criminal action. 

Your lesponses to both the notice of potential liability and the information requests should be 
received within thirty (30) days of your receipt of this letter. Your response should be sent to: 

Michael Rafati 
U.S. EPA -Region 5 
Remedial Enforcement Support Section SR-6J 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, IL 60604 

If you need further information regarding this letter, you may contact Michael Rafati, 
Enforcement Specialist at (312) 886-0390. Direct any legal questions to Thomas Nash, Associate 
Regional Counsel, at (312) 886-0552. Technical questions may be directed to the Remedial 
Project Manager, Karen Cibulskis at (312) 886-1843. 

JDue to tJie nature of the problems at this Site and the attendant legal ramifications, U.S. EPA 
strongly encourages you to contact the existing PRP Group and to submit a written response to 
U.S. EPA within the time frame specified herein. We hope you will give this matter your 
immediate attention. 

Sincerely yours. 

Wendy L. Carney, Chief 
Remedial Response Branch #1 

Enclosures: 1. Site Summary 
2. PRP List 
3. Itemized Cost Summary 
4. Confidential Business Information 



ENCLOSURE 1 

SITE; SUMMARY 

SOUTH DAYTON DUMP and LANDFILL 
MORAINE, OHIO 

The South Dayton Dump and Landfill (SDD) is an 80 acre inactive dump and landfill site located 
at 1975 Dryden Road (formerly Broadway, formerly Springboro Pike) in Moraine, Montgomery 
County, Ohio (see figure). Former disposal operations at the SDD have resulted in soil and 
groundwater contamination (including vinyl chloride and trichloroethylene), which poses a threat 
to the underlying drinking water aquifer and the adjacent Great Miami River. Groundwater 
contaminants may also pose a threat to residents in 7 homes located along East River Road 
southeast of the site through vapor intrusion. The landfill also operated under the name Moraine 
Recycling and was also known as Grillot's and the Broadway Landfill. 

Extraction pits were excavated at the SDD after 1936. Landfill operations conducted between 
1941 and 1996 filled in the extraction pits. Before 1970, a significant disposal practice at the 
SDD was the open burning of materials, primarily vegetation and wood wastes. Between 1950 
and 1970, drummed wastes were occasionally accepted at the landfill. The drums were emptied 
of their contents and either buried or sold to drum recyclers. Between June 1973 and July 1976, 
drums containing hazardous waste were accepted at the SDD from two nearby Hobart 
Corporation (Hobart) facilities in Dayton, Ohio. The drums contained cleaning solvents (1,1,1-
trichloroethane [TCA]; methyl ethyl ketone [MEK]; and xylene); cutting oils; paint; Stoddard 
solvent; and machine-tool, water-based coolants. Handwritten notes on an undated tax map from 
the Montgomery County Combined General Health District (MCCGHD) indicate that other 
materials accepted at the site included fly ash, foundry sand, steel slag, oils, paint residue, brake 
fluids, chemicals for cleaning metals and solvents. 

hi May 1978, the MCCGHD and the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) conducted 
an inspection of the landfill and noted several problems, including the presence of containers 
labeled "hazardous." Further evidence of hazardous waste disposal at the SDD comes from a 
Comprehensive Em'ironmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) 
Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form submitted by Industrial Waste Disposal Company, 
hi:;. (IV/D) on June 9, 1981, which indicates that IWD used the SDD for the disposal of the 
industrial and municipal wastes of IWD's customers. 

Former landfill operations were conducted in at least the south half of the Valley Asphalt Plant. 
In 200ri, evidence of former landfill operations beneath the Valley Asphalt Plant was discovered 
wlien drtims were encountered during the excavation and installation of a new sewer line. The 
drums contained: Aroclor 1254, benzene, 2-butanone, chlorobenzene, ethylbenzene, 4-methyl-2-
pentanone, toluene, trichloroethylene, vinyl chloride, and xylene. Valley Asphalt removed the 

(Sc-piember 2005) 



drums and the associated soil contamination under OEPA oversight in 2000. No additional 
environmental follow-up actions were conducted. 

In 1985, OEPA prepared a preliminary assessment (PA) for the SDD. The PA indicated that 
hazaidous waste at the SDD poses a threat to the underlying drinking water aquifer and the 
adjacent Great Miami Riven In 1991, U.S. EPA's field investigation team (FIT) conducted a 
screening site inspection (SSI). Soil analytical results indicated the presence of volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs), PAHs, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and metals at concentrations 
significantly above background concentrations. In 1996, OEPA conducted a Site Team 
E\alua:ion Prioritization (STEP) investigation, which included soil, sediment, and groundwater 
sampling activities. Groundwater analytical results indicated the presence of VOCs, including: 
1,2-dicliloroethylene (total) at concentrafions up to 150 micrograms per hter (|ag/L) (Maximum 
Contaminant Level 70 }ig/L); 1,1-dichloroethane at concentrations up to 13 ng,'L; toluene at 
concentrations up to 15 |ag/L; and chloroethane up to 22 ng/L. 

Betvveen 1998 and 2004, the owners of part of the SDD site conducted several investigations at 
the landfill, including groundwater and surface water sampling. Groundwater analytical results 
from 2002 revealed maximum concentrations of vinyl chloride at 180 ^g/L (Maximum 
Contaminant Level 2 |J.g/L) and trichloroethylene at 76 \ig/L (Maximum Contaminant Level 5 
|j.g/L). hi 2004 the maximum concentration of vinyl chloride detected in the groundwater by the 
owners was 20 )ig/L and the maximum concentration of trichloroethylene was 250 i^g/L. 

The OF.PA 1996 STEP documents elevated concentrations of VOCs in groundwater beneath the 
SDD. Tlie groundwater contamination is present in the Great Miami Aquifer, which is a sole 
source aquifer that provides drinking water to the following receptors within 4 miles of SDD: (1) 
the employees of the Delphi Automofive Systems Plant, (2) the residents of the Cities of 
OakAvood and West Carrollton, and (3) residents of Montgomery County served by Montgomery 
County's standby wells. 

EPA proposed the SDD site to the National Priorities List in September 2004. The National 
Priorities List is a list of hazardous waste sites that are eligible for evaluation and cleanup under 
the federal Superfund program. The Hazard Ranking Score for the SDD site is 48.63. 

(September 2005) 



ENCLOSURE 1 

SITE SUMMARY 

SOUTH DAYTON DUMP and LANDFILL 
MORAINE, OHIO 

The South Dayton Dump and Landfill (SDD) is an 80 acre inactive dump and landfill site located 
at 1975 Dryden Road (formerly Broadway, formerly Springboro Pike) in Moraine, Montgomery 
County, Ohio.(see figure). Former disposal operations at the SDD have resulted in soil and 
groundwater contamination (including vinyl chloride and trichloroethylene), which poses a threat 
to the; underlying drinking water aquifer and the adjacent Great Miami River. Groundwater 
contaminants may also pose a threat to residents in 7 homes located along East River Road 
southeast of the site through vapor intrusion. The landfill also operated under the name Moraine 
Recycling and was also known as Grillot's and the Broadway Landfill. 

Extraction pits were excavated at the SDD after 1936. Landfill operations conducted between 
1941 and 1996 filled in the extraction pits. Before 1970, a significant disposal practice at the 
SDD was the open burning of materials, primarily vegetation and wood wastes. Between 1950 
and 1970, drummed wastes were occasionally accepted at the landfill. The drums were emptied 
of their contents and either buried or sold to drum recyclers. Between June 1973 and July 1976, 
drams containing hazardous waste were accepted at the SDD from two nearby Hobart 
Corporation (Hoban) facilities in Dayton, Ohio. The drums contained cleaning solvents (1,1,1-
trichloroethane [TCA]; methyl ethyl ketone [MEK]; and xylene); cutting oils; paint; Stoddard 
solvent., and machine-tool, water-based coolants. Handwritten notes on an undated tax map fi"om 
the Montgomery County Combined General Health District (MCCGHD) indicate that other 
mateiials accepted at the site included fly ash, foundry sand, steel slag, oils, paint residue, brake 
fluids, chemicals for cleaning metals and solvents. 

In May 1978, the MCCGHD and the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) conducted 
an inspection of the landfill and noted several problems, including the presence of containers 
labeled "hazardous." Further evidence of hazardous waste disposal at the SDD comes from a 
Com|)rehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) 
Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form submitted by Industrial Waste Disposal Company, 
Inc. (IWD) on June 9, 1981, which indicates that IWD used the SDD for the disposal of the 
industrial and municipal wastes of IWD's customers. 

Former landfill operadons were conducted in at least the south half of the Valley Asphalt Plant. 
In 2000, evidence of former landfill operations beneath the Valley Asphalt Plant was discovered 
when diTjms were encountered during the excavation and installation of a new sewer line. The 
drums contained: Aroclor 1254, benzene, 2-butanone, chlorobenzene, ethylbenzene, 4-methyl-2-
peiitanone, toluene, trichloroethylene, vinyl chloride, and xylene. Valley Asphalt removed the 

(Septewber 2005) 



drums and the associated soil contamination under OEPA oversight in 2000. No additional 
environmental follow-up actions were conducted. 

In 198.i, OEPA prepared a preliminary assessment (PA) for the SDD. The PA indicated that 
hazardous waste at the SDD poses a threat to the underlying drinking water aquifer and the 
adjacent Great Miami River. In 1991, U.S. EPA's field investigation team (FIT) conducted a 
screening site inspection (SSI). Soil analytical results indicated the presence of volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs), PAHs, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and rrtetals at concentrafions 
significantly above background concentrations. In 1996, OEPA conducted a Site Team 
Evaluation Prioritization (STEP) investigation, which included soil, sediment, and groundwater 
sampling activities. Groundwater analytical results indicated the presence of VOCs, including: 
1,2-dichloroethylene (total) at concentrations up to 150 micrograms per liter (p.g/L) (Maximum 
Contaminant Level 70 |ig/L); 1,1-dichloroethane at concentrations up to 13 |J.g/L; toluene at 
concentrations up to 15 |ag/L; and chloroethane up to 22 |a.g/L. 

Betx^een 1998 and 2004, the owners of part of the SDD site conducted several investigations at 
the landfill, including groundwater and surface water sampling. Groundwater analytical results 
from 2002 revealed maximum concentrations of vinyl chloride at 180 |ig/L (Maximum 
Contaminant Level 2 ^g/L) and trichloroethylene at 76 ng/L (Maximum Contaminant Level 5 
[ig/L). In 2004 the maximum concentration of vinyl chloride detected in the groundwater by the 
owners was 20 fig/L and the maximum concentration of trichloroethylene was 250 |ig/L. 

The OEPA 1996 STEP documents elevated concentrations of VOCs in groundwater beneath the 
SDD. The groundwater contamination is present in the Great Miami Aquifer, which is a sole 
source aquifer that provides drinking water to the following receptors within 4 miles of SDD: (1) 
the em])loyees of the Delphi Automotive Systems Plant, (2) the residents of the Cities of 
Oakwood and West Carrollton, and (3) residents of Montgomery County served by Montgomery 
County's standby wells. 

EPA proposed the SDD site to the Nafional Priorities List in September 2004. The Nafional 
Priorities List is a list of hazardous waste sites that are eligible for evaluafion and cleanup under 
the federal Superfund program. The Hazard Ranking Score for the SDD site is 48.63. 

(September 2005) 



ENCLOSURE 4 

CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS INFORMATION 

YoLi may consider some of the information confidential that the U.S. Environmental Protecfion 
Agency (U.S. EPA or Agency) is requesting. You cannot withhold information or records upon 
that basis. The Regulafions at 40 C.F.R. Part 2, Secfion 200 et seq. Requires that the U.S. EPA 
affords )'ou the opportunity to substantiate your claim of confidentiality before the Agency Makes 
a final determination on the confidentiality of the information. 

You may assert a business confidentiality claim covering part or all of the information requested, 
in the m.inner described by 40 C.F.R. 2.203(b). Informafion covered by such a claim will be 
disclosed by the U.S. EPA only to the extent and only be means of the procedures set forth in 40 
C.F.R Part 2, Subpart B. (See 41 Federal Register 36902 et seq. (September 1, 1976); 43 
Federal Register 4000 et seq. (December 18, 1985). If no such claim accompanies the 
information when the U.S. EPA receives it, the information may be made available to the public 
by the Agency without further notice to you. Please read carefully these cited regulations, 
together v îth the standards set forth in Section 104(e) (7) of Comprehensive Environmental 
Response Compensation Liability Act (CERCLA), because, as stated in Section 104(e) (7) (i.i.), 
certain categories of information are not properly the subject of a claim of confidential business 
information. 

If you wish the U.S. EPA to treat the information or record as "confidential", you must advise the 
U.S. EPA of that fact by following the procedures described below, including the requirement 
for su])porting your claim of confidentiality. To assert a claim of confidentiality, you must 
specify which portions of the information or document you consider confidential. Please identify 
the information or document that you consider confidential by page, paragraph, and sentence. 
You must make a separate assertion of confidentiality for each response and each document that 
you consider confidential. Submit the portion of the response that you consider confidential in a 
separate, sealed envelope. Mark the envelope "confidential", and identify the number of the 
ciuestion to which it is the response 

For each assertion of confidentiality, idenfify: 

1. The period of time for which you request that the Agency consider the information 
confidential, e.g., until a specific date or until the occurrence of a specific event; 

2. The measures that you have taken to guard against disclosure of the information to 
others; 

3. The extent to which the information has already been disclosed to others and the 
precautions that you have taken to ensure that no further disclosure occurs; 



•̂. Whether the U.S. EPA or any other Federal agency has made pertinent 
determination on the confidentiality of the information or document. If an agency 
has made such a determinafion, enclose a copy of that determination; 

5. Whether disclosure of the information or document sent would be likely to result 
in substanfial harmful affects to your competitive position. If you believe such 
harm would result from any disclosure, explain the nature of the harmful affects, 
why the harm should be viewed as substantial, and the causal relafionship between 
disclosure and the harmfial affect. Include a description of how a competitor 
would use the information; 

6. Whether you assert that the information sent is voluntarily submitted as defined 
by 40 C.F.R. 2.201(1). If you make this assertion, explain how the disclosure 
would tend to lessen the ability of the U.S. EPA to obtain similar informafion 
in the fijture; 

7. Any other information that you deem relevant to a determination of confidentiality. 

Please note that pursuant to 40 C.F.R. 2.208(e), the burden of substantiafing confidenfiality rests 
with you. The U.S. EPA will give little or no weight to conclusory allegafions. If you believe 
that facts and documents necessary to substantiate confidentiality are themselves confidential, 
please identify them as such so that the U.S. EPA may maintain their confidentiality pursuant to 
40 C.F.R. 2.205(c). Ifyoudonot idenfify the informafion and documents as "confidenfial", 
your comments will be available to the public without further notice to you. 



Re port Date: 06/22/2005 Page 1 of 1 

Itemized Cost Summary 

SOUTH DAYTON DUMP AND LANDFILL, MORAINE, OH SITE ID = B5 2B 

Costs Through 05/31/2005. 

REGIONAL PAYROLL COSTS $103,414.91 

HEADQUARTERS PAYROLL COSTS $492.12 

FtEGIONAL TRAVEL COSTS $1,199.23 

ALTEiRNATIVE REMEDIAL CONTRACT SUPPORT (ARCS) 

PLANNING RESEARCH CORPORATION (68-W8-0084) $8,021.01 

ENFORCEMENT SUPPORT SERVICES (ESS) CONTRACT 

TECHLAW, INC. (68-W0-0083) $35,488.88 

FIELD INVESTIGATION TEAM (FIT) CONTRACT 

ECOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT (68-01-7347) $34,703.23 

REMOTE SENSING SUPPORT/EPIC 

LOCKHEED MARTIN SERVICES, INC (68-D0-0267) $23,570.35 

SUPEERFUND TECH. ASSISTANCE & RESPONSE TEAM (START) 

TETRA TECH EM, INC. (68-W0-0129) $33,487.35 

TECHNICAL SERVICE AND SUPPORT 

ARCTIC SLOPE REGIONAL CORP(ASRC) (68-W0-1002) $1,313.21 

DYNCORP SYSTEMS & SOLUTIONS LLC (68-W0-3016) $19,799.77 

EPA INDIREECT COSTS $130,212.69 

EPA COSTS E3EF0RE PREJUDGMENT INTEREST $391,702.75 

Prejudgment Interest $12,646.44 

Total SitES CoJits: $404,349.19 


